To: Deitz, Randy[Deitz. Randy@epa.gov]; Stalcup, Dana[Stalcup. Dana@epa.gov]; Mahmud, 

Shahid[Mahmud. Shahid@epa.gov]; Tulis, Dana[Tulis. Dana@epa.gov] 

Cc: Purchia, Liz[Purchia. Liz@epa.gov]; Allen, Laura[Allen. Laura@epa.gov]; 

EOC_Manager, [EOC_Manager@epa.gov]; EOC Solid Waste[EOC_Solid_Waste@epa.gov] 

From: StCiair, Christie 

Sent: Wed 9/16/2015 2:33:21 PM 

Subject: Denver Post, AP reporting EPA planning a wastewater treatment plant 

Both the Denver Post and AP are reporting we are definitively planning a wastewater 
treatment plant at GKM. 


Is this accurate? 


Did anyone receive a media request from the AP on this? 

Christie 

EPA plans treatment plant for Colorado 
mine after big spill 

By The Associated Press | Updated - Sep 16th, 2015 @ 7:52am 


DENVER (AP) — The Environmental Protection Agency plans to build a wastewater 
treatment plant for an inactive Colorado gold mine after the agency inadvertently 
triggered a 3-million-gallon spill of polluted water there last month. 

The EPA released documents Tuesday outlining plans to quickly build the plant below 
the Gold King Mine near Silverton. 

An EPA-led crew triggered the spill on Aug. 5, tainting rivers in Colorado, New Mexico 
and Utah. The Senate Environment Committee holds a hearing on the incident 
Wednesday, one of several planned by Congress. 

Wastewater was flowing from the mine before the blowout. The EPA says it's still spilling 
out at about 600 gallons per minute. 

The documents don't say how much the plant will cost. The agency said last week it had 
spent about $8 million on the cleanup. 
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http://www.denverpost.com/news/ci 28817990/epa-releases-new-videos-taken-after 
colorado-mine 


EPA sought bids for treatment plant at Colorado mine spill in August 

The Environmental Protection Agency began soliciting bids for a temporary water 
treatment plant roughly two weeks after the Gold King Mine blew out in early August, 
documents released Tuesday show. 

The agency required the plant be fully operational within three weeks of the contract 
being awarded, according to an Aug. 21 request for proposal from EPA contractor 
Environmental Restoration LLC. 

"This is an emergency response action," the proposal request said. 

The EPA released roughly 150 pages of new documents linked to the Gold King spill's 
aftermath on Tuesday, as well as eight videos of workers explaining what led up to the 3 

million-gallon wastewater spill. 

The EPA told The Denver Post on Tuesday that it has still not decided if it will build a 
water treatment plant below the Gold King, where the agency accidentally triggered the 
spill Aug. 5. Nancy Grantham, an EPA spokeswoman, said the agency has received six 
bids and is evaluating each one. 

"The treatment plant is a contingency option," Grantham said. "The agency continues to 
evaluate data to determine the impacts of the Gold King Mine on water quality currently 
and going into the winter months." 

Grantham said the Gold King "is one of many mines contributing to poor water quality in 
the Animas" and treating its waste "may or may not have a measurable impact 
downstream going forward. " 

The EPA estimates it will cost $3 million to implement and run for a year a treatment 
apparatus if one is erected. The EPA says the system will be temporary. 

"The system must be able to be operated all year at an elevation of approximately 
10,500 (feet)," the proposal request from Environmental Restoration said. "Extreme cold 
and heavy snow are to be expected and planned for. The system must be self- 
contained as there are no amenities on site." 

The EPA tasked Environmental Restoration with finding a subcontractor to construct the 
plant. 

The request says the EPA hopes the plant will render mine discharge "neutral" through 
the removal of dissolved and total solids and metals. Once the plant is operational, the 
request says, the current onsite treatment — five settling ponds, will be suspended. 
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Experts say that while a treatment plant at the mine would be expensive and difficult to 
maintain, it would be the best option. 

"That's definitely the trade-off," said Mary Boardman, a Colorado Division of Public 
Health and Environment project manager. "It is expensive to run, but it's also the most 
effective (option)." 

The mine continues to leach about 550 gallons of wastewater per minute. 


EOC PIO 
202-250-8956 
202-250-8957 
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